This 
international forum on aid effectiveness agenda. It especially focuses to discuss on how various efforts to improve aid effectiveness did not really able to reach significant achievement due to dominant of political motives among actors involved in the aid relationship -even though some commitments and mechanisms have already been produced. Secondly, this discussion also provides a basis from which to critique the principle of country ownership as new effort to improve the effectiveness of foreign aid. In reality, according to political economy perspective ownership is understood as a product of political contests and so reflects a continual struggle among development actors to serve their own interests through "ownership" of development agendas (Hutchison, Hout et al. 2014) . As a consequence, development directions will be "owned" by particular group of people who has power and structural opportunities rather than reflecting the interest of the whole population.
Moreover, contestation between the diverse groups involved has implications for donors' ability to achieve their purposes because they must contend with local power and resources which challenge external development aid agendas.
To cover the above arguments, this article is divided into three sections: the first section discusses three theoretical approaches to aid for development, and argues that political economy is central to understanding donors" approaches, local ownershippolitics and development agendas. The theoretical framework is further developed in the second section, which reviews evidence regarding how the nature of political relationships among development actors has limited efforts to improve aid delivery. After reviewing the achievements of the international aid effectiveness forums in Section C, the fifth section focuses on the Paris Agenda on Aid Effectiveness, which identified ownership as a key to achieving better outcomes on aid delivery. The discussion explores why ownership, as a result of political processes, is a problematic concept that makes it difficult to achieve development targets because each actor is interested in promoting their own "ownership" of development and sustaining their political interests. Finally, the last section relates this discussion to lesson-learned from aid effectiveness agenda, ownership principle and the implementation of aid in TimorLeste.
A. Problems of Aid Legitimacy
This section examines political economy approaches to critically assessing international interventions and local politics.
Firstly, it presents three different schools of thought in the aid and development debate and, then, focusses specifically on the political economy approach as a powerful paradigm through which to examine aid implementation, the contest of power among development actors, and how power relationships among these actors affect development policies in recipient countries.
There is a debate in the literature concerning the implications of aid: whether it is flawed but potentially useful in spurring development in the Global South, and whether it represents continuities with colonialism or even has the purpose of continuing Western domination over the countries in the Global South (Kapoor 2008 , Tandon 2008 (Easterly, 2013; Moyo, 2009) . provides the example of aid flows in Africa. In the last several decades, Africa has received more than US$ 1 trillion of international aid, and there is debate over the overall impact of this. Levy (1988) , Gomanee, Girma et al. (2005) , and Morrissey (2005) argue that aid has made positive contributions to the development of the continent, but there are many studies suggesting the opposite (e.g., Goldsmith (2001) . In some cases, it is argued, aid makes the situation worse by fostering corruption, creating dependency, and causing social unrest and even civil war (Moss, Pettersson et al. 2006 , Moyo 2009 , Phillips 2013 
B. The Aid Effectiveness Agenda and the Politics of Aid Delivery
The previous section explained that a realistic understanding of the complex nature of politics in aid delivery is important to increase the effectiveness of international interventions. In this section, the framework developed above is used to evaluate the efforts of the aid community to improve the quality of aid delivery through international forums on aid effectiveness. These aimed to meet the demands of donors and recipient countries while producing some key agreements on aid implementation. This discussion seeks to show that these agreements did not really achieve their targets since they continuously failed to address political factors behind aid operations.
The concept of aid effectiveness has been negotiated and developed in international forums since the 1990s. It particularly emerges as critics began to point out that aid projects are often wasteful and inefficient in implementation. For this, those in the aid community camp argue, some strategies should be applied so that aid delivery quality could be improved and ( is driven more by politics than by need, undermining its effectiveness" (quoted in Herfkens & Bains, 2015, p.57) . This has meant that efforts to allocate resources to those who need it most have been continually unable to achieve this. The above evidence also clearly suggests that although it is relatively easy for aid actors to produce agreements, there are other factors beyond aid that prevent them from following the agreed principles and which they continually failed to address, namely, political interests (see also Carothers and De Gramont 2013).
C.
The Paris Declaration and the
Politics of Ownership
The idea of ownership that was introduced in the Paris Declaration of Aid Effectiveness has been widely regarded within the development aid community as a key ingredient for successful international aid programmes.
Here, however, this belief is critiqued on the grounds that it is too confident in assuming In Rwanda and Tanzania, donors provide small amounts of money in budget support so that they can obtain a seat at the "policy dialogue" table. This then allows them to meet with key groups and determine which are the key reforms and policies (Swedlund 2013 ). However, donors" reform agendas are not always easy to achieve because of the "powers" in the local context that are also interested in influencing development design, and able to challenge donors" domination. 
